
:84 litE "BRtTIS, MMEIICAL JOTURNAL. [JaDr. 8, 1887.

NAVAL AND MILITARY MEDICAL SERVICES.
THE NAVY.

SURGEON JOHN MOORE has beenl appointed to the Goshawk.
Deputy Inspector-Genier al JOiiN BREAKEY, M.D., has been promoted to be

Inspector-General. His previous commissions are dated: Surgeon, April 12th,
1854; Staff-Surgeon, July 18th, 1863; Fleet-Surgeoin, May 24th, 1876 ; and Deputy
Inspector-General, October 27th, 1382. Dr. Breakey was Assistant-Surgeon of the
Penlelope during the Russian war in the Baltic in 1854, and was at the bombard-
ment of Boimarsund (miiedal). He was also engaged in the China war in 1857-58
(medal).

Mr. A. B. KEARNEY has been appointed Surgeon and Agent at Rotindastone.

MEDICAL STAFF.
Surgeon-Major W. F. BURNETT, recently arrived from England, is appointed to

do duty in the Presidency Circle, Bombay comniand.
Surgeon W. T. SWVAN, serving in the Bengal command, lhas leave of absence for

six moniths oni mnedical certificate.
Surgeon-Major C. Hl. SWAYNE, doing duty at the station hospital, Belgalcm, and

Surgeoin H. i1. BseowN, M.B., doing duty at the station hospital, Banlgalore, both
being in the Mladras command, are temlporarily ordered to do duty in the Burmah
Division.
The services of Surgeon A. M. KAVANAGTI, now at Woolwich, and Surgeon R. E.

R. MORSE, at Netley, have been placed at the disposal of the Egyptian Govercl-
snent for employmnciit with the RKhedive's troops. The formiier will take up arsny
duties at Abbasiyeh, and the latter will inspect the recruiits who are being sought
for with extra activity, consequient upon the reducietion of the British garrison.
The namne of Surgeou J. F. WILeAIISON, servinig in Bengal, has becn expunged

froin the order detailing officers of the Medical Staff to proceedl to England.
Suigeoii O'CONNoR D'ARCY, M.D., died at Northampton on December 29th. He

entered the army as an Assistant-Surgeon October 2nd, 1546, becamiie Surgeon
January 12th, 1855, and retired on half-pay March 13th, 1866. Dr. D'Arcy servsed
in the Criiiiean war, and had the medal and clasp for Sebastopol and the Turkish
medal.
Deputy Snnr;e on-General H. T. READE, V.C., leas beeni gazetted to tise vacancy

caused by the retirement of Sir Anthony Horne. His previouis commissions bear
date: Assistant-Surgeon, November 8tl, 1850; Surgeon, November 3rd, 1857;
Surgeon-Mlajor, September 7th, 1,871; Brigade-Surgeon, November 27th, 1879; and
Deputy Surgeon-General, March 27th, 1880. Surgeon-General Reade served in
medical charge of the 61st Regiinent at the siege of Delhi, from July 1st, 1857, to
the final capture of the city on September -20th; he was plesent at the repualse of
the sorties of Juily 4th, 9th, 18th, and 23rd ; accompaniedl the regiment at the
assault of the city oni September 14th, and subsequently, with a sinall party of the
61st, repulsed an attack of about 300 Sepoys on some wounided mnen, whose lives
were thereby saved on September 16th, lie was one of the flrst up the br each at
the storming of the ma,,azine, and, with a sergeant, spikeed a guin; mentioned in
despatch, atid recouiuiieeeded for promotion for "unwearied exertions and gallant
conduct in the field" (ltering the siege aced assault of Dellii (mledal with clasp, and
Victoc'ia Cross. He was awarded the Victoria Cross for lie following services:
"During the siege of Delhi, on September 14th, 1867, while Suergeon Reade was
attendiiig to the wounded at the end of onie of the streets (if the city, a party of
rebels advaieced 1roco the directie)n of the Banlk, and, havingr established them-
selves in the houses in the street, conimenced firiceg frocii thee roofs. The wounded
were thlucs ice very great danger, aced would have fallen into the hands of the
enemy, had miot Sucgeon Reade drawn his sword, and, callingr uipon the few
soldiers wlho were near to follow, succeeded, under a very heavy fire, in dislodging
thee rebels frocli their positioIl. Sur-eon Reade's party consisted of about ten in
all, of whom two were killed, and five or six wounded. Sucrgeon Reade also
accompanied the regicneiit at the assault of Delhi, and, on the niorning of Sep-
tember 1lth, 1857, was olle of the first up at the breach ice the inagazine, which was
stormed by the 61st Regiment and Beloochi Battaliuii, upoIn wliich occasion lee,
with a sergeant of the 61st Regiinent, spiked one of the enecuiy's gecs."
Brigade-Surgeon JAMES LANDALE, M.D., has been procceoted to be Deputy

Surgeon-General, rice Reade. He became Assistant-Surgeon, September 15th,
1857; Surgeoln, Jacinary 10tli, 1872 ; Stirgeon-Major, March 1st, 1873 ; acid Brigade-
Surgeoci, June 15th, 1882. During the Iicdian mutiny in 185S-59, he had neiedical
charge of the head-quarters of the 92nd Foot, and was at the actiolns of Rahut-
ghur, Mongrowlee, Siuidwaho, Kurai, and Baroda (medal).
Surgeon-Major A. F. PRESTON, M.B., is proiiioted to be Brigade-Surgeon, rkice

Landale. He entered tise service as Assistant-Surgeon, Septeceiber 30th, 18831; be-
came Surgeon, March lst, 1S73, and Surgeon-Major, April 28th, 1876. Brigade-
Surgeon Preston served ice iciedical charge of the 66th Re-iceeent in the Afghan
war in 1880, and was preseclt at the affair at Girishk, in the engagement at Mai-
wand (dangerously woucided), and throughout the defence of Caiidahar(cnentioned
in despatches, promoted Surgeon-Major with relative rank of Lieutenant-Colonel,
and medal).
Surgeon HERB3ERT COTTON, wvho went on half-pay in 1884, has now been granted

retired pay. He ranked as Surgeon frocn February 4th, 1877. He was in the
Afghan war in 1878-80, was in the actiocn at Charasiah oce October 6th, 1879 ; was
presecet in Cabul during its investmiieiit in Dececeiber, 1879 ; in the cliarche to Caie-
dahar, under Sir Frederick Roberts, and at the battle on September lst needal
with three clasps, and bronze star).

THE INDIAN MEDICAL SERVICE.
SURGEON-MAJOR W. F. MURRAY, M.B., Bengal Establishiiient, is appointed
Medical Officer of the Lawrence Military Asylum at Sunawur, vice Surgeon-Major
G. P. Mackenzie, M.B., whose tenure of service in that appointment leas expired.
Brigade-Surgeon D. W. TRcIMNELL, Madras Establishment, Civil Surgeon at

Raepore, is appointed to the medical charge of the 24th Native Infantry, during
the absence of Surgeon-Major T. Mayne.
Surgeon J. A. BURTON, Madras Establishment, doing duty in the Baugalore

Division and Ceded District, is directed to report himself to the Deputy Surgeon-
General of Her Majesty's Forces, Eastern District, for general duty, on his arrival
with the 12th Native Infantry at Madras.
Brigade-Surgeon H. E. BIJSTEED, M.D., Bengal Establishment, late Assay

Master of thle Calcutta Mint, and who recently retired from the service, has been
nominated a Companiion of the Order of the Indian Empire.
The services of T. .R MULRONEY, M.D.,.and D. St. J. D GRANT, both .of the

Bengal Establishment, are placed permanently at the disposal of the Government
of the Punjab.
The services of Surgeon-Major K. P. GUPTA, M.B., Bengal Establishment, are

replaced at the disposal of the Goverinment of Bengal, froimi the date on which he
is relieved of his present appointmenit of Medical Officer in charge of the left wing
of the 8th Native Infantry at Buxar.
Surgeon-Major H. G. HALL, Madras Establishment, doing duty in the Eastern

District, is appointed to the officiatinig inie(lical charge of the 13th 'ative Infantry.
The services of Surgeon-Major R. T. WRIGHT, M.D., Bengal Establislhllienit, are

temporarily placed at the disposal of the Government of the North-West Pro-
vinces and Oude.
Surgeon J. W. EVANS, Madras Establishment, who has returned fromi service

in Burmah, will resume charge of the 4th Pioneers.
Surgeon-Major S. H. BROWNE, Bengal Establishment, is appointed joinit medical

officer at Simla.
Surgeon W. W. WEBB is appointed medical officer of the Meywar Bheel Corps,

bhut will continue to officiate as Residency Surgeon in Meywar.
Surgeon-Major F. R. SWAYNE, M.B., Bengal Establishment, civil surgeon at

Lohardugga, is directe(d to take charge of the duties of the Deputy Sanitary Comi-
missioner of the Ranchee Circle, during the absence on deputation of Surgeon
L. A. Waddell, M.13.

Sturgeon C. HENDEuRSONx, Madras Establishment, civil surgeoni ot Hoshliungabad,
is appoinited to officiate as Superintendent of the Central Gaol at Nagpore.
The under-mentioned officers of the Bengal Establishment have received leave

of absence for the periods specified, all on medical certiflsates: Surgeoln-Major
G. MASSY, for ninety-one days; Surgeon-Major J. W. JOHNSTON, M.D., for six
months; Surgeon-Major T. MOLONEY, M.D., for three moutlhs; Surgeorl S. LITTLE,
M.D., for onie year; Brigade-Surgeon E. BONAVIA, M.D., for one year.
Surgeon-Major P. S. TURNBULL, M.D., Bomnbay Establishmneint, has been per-

nmitted to return to duty.
The following appointments have been made in the Bengal Establishment:

Surgeoma-Major J. E. C. FEtRsIS, 1st Benigal Cavalry, to be Civil Surgeoon of Man-
dalay; Surgeon-Major F. A. SAIYTHr, 27th Punjab Iiifanitry, to the rermaimemit
medi3al charge of the 1st Bengal Cavalry, vice Snigeoll-Major Ferris; amid Surgeomi
J. C. SMmIT1s, 3rd Gurklmas, to the permanent i edical charge of the 27thi Punjab
Iinfantry, vice Surgeon-Major Si-iyth.

MEDICO-LEGAL AND MEDICO-ETHICAL.
THE STAND)ARD STRENGTH OF PHARMACEUTICAL PRESPA-

RATIONS.-PROSECUTIONS UNDER THE SALE OF
FOOD AND DRUGS ACT.

Two cases of prosecution un(ler the Sale of Food an(d Drugs Act were
disposed of on December 22nd, 1886, by the Sheffield stipendiary
magistrate. They were both of the greatest possible interest to all
medical practitioners. In the first case, Mr. George Bywater, regis-
tered chemist; and druggist, was summoned, at the instance of the
Sheffield Health Committee, for selling tincture of opium which was
not of the nature, substance, and quality of the article demanded.
The borough analyst, Mr. A. W. Allen, certified that " the proportion
of opium in the samiple was less than one-thir(d of that cointained in
the tincture of opium of the Br itish Pharmacopcria, while the propor-
tion of alcohol was somewhat more than one-half the proper quiantity. "
The facts were admitted by the defendant, who, according to
the report in the Shetlield Daily Telegraph, stated that he
purchased and sold the tincture as of Br-itish Pharimcuptria quality.
Dr. White, Mr. Allen, atnd Mr. G. E. Newsholme, President of the
Sheffield Pharmaceutical Society, all gave evidence to the effect that
only one tincture of opium was recognised by pharmacists or the
public, and that an article sold as tincture of opium ought to be the
tincture of the British Pharmacopeia. The magistrate was of opinion
that, if a preparation contained any opium, and any alcohol what-
ever, it could legally be sold as tincture of opium." The case was con-
sequently dismissed. This decision seems opposed to all common-
sense principles, and there can be little doubt that it is bad
in law. In the Sale of Food and Drugs Act, it is true, the British7
Pharmacopeia is not recognised or even mentioned as a standard
for the purity and strength of drugs and their preparations. The
7th Section, however, states that "no person shall sell any......
compounded drug which is not composed of ingredients in accordance
with the demand of the purchaser." The report we have received does
not state whether Dr. Sinclair White, the medical officer of health,
in purchasing the tincture of opium, asked for the Pharmacopwia,
preparation or not. The inference to be drawn from the report is that
he did, since the defendent admitted selling the tincture as of British
Pharmacopaia quality. If he did so ask, we cannot see how, under
the 7th Section of the Sale of Food and Drugs Act, quoted above, the
defendant could legally escape conviction. However this may be,
there can be little doubt that defendant becomes liable under the
Medical Act (1862) 25 and 26Vict., cap. 91. Referring to pharmacopceias
previously in existenice, it enacts that-" The British Pharmacopeia,
when published, shall for all purposes be deemed to be substituted
throughout Great Britain and Ireland for the several above-mentioned
pharmacopeias, and any Act of Parliament, Order in Council, or
custom relating to any of such last-mentioned pharmacopeeias shall
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be deemed, after the publicatioil of the British, PFharmacopxia, to refer
to sueh pharmacopceia," ancd provides that notice in theLondon, Edin-
baurgh, and Dublia (aezettes to the effect that the BritishPharmnacopcria
has bcen published shall be deemed sufficie,it evidence of its publica-
tion for the purposes of the Act. There is an Order in Council, dated
February 3rd, 18051, requiring "all and singular apothecaries and
others, whose business it is to compound medicines, or distil oils or
waters, or make other extracts, that they and every of them, im-
mediately after the said Pharneacopceia Collegii Begalis Medicorumn
Londincensis shall be printed and published, do not compound or
make any medicine or medicinal receipt or prescription, or distil
any oil or waters, or make other extracts that are or shall be in
the said Plar9nacopo3ia Collegii Regalis Afedicorumn Londinensis
mentioned or named, in any other manner or form than is or shall be
directed, prescribed, and set down by the said book, and according to
the weights and measures that are or shall be therein limited, except
it shall be by the special direction or prescription of some learned
physician in that behalf." The clause in the Medical Act, 1862, above
quoted, continues this regulation in force, but applied to the British
Pharmcacopa'ia, which replaced that of the Royal College of Physicians.

B3ut there is another Act under which the offender might be pro-
ceeded against. The 15th section of the Pharmacy Act, 1868, declares
that "that any person......who shall compound any medicines of the
British Pharmacopeeia, except according to the formularies of the said
Pharmacopceia, shall for every such offence be liable to pay a penalty
or sum of five pounds," etc.
WAVe understand that the Sheflield Health Committee intend to carry

the matter to a higlher court. In doing this, they will have our
fullest sympathy. Turniing from the dry legal aspects of the case, it
appears monstrous that, in spite of all recent legislation, it may be
possible for a chemist and druggist to sell a preparation of any strength
or dilution he may choose under a pharmacopofial name. It appears
to us that there is legally no difference between asking for tincture of
opium over the counter, anid writing tinct. opii in a prescription. If
such were the case, and in the extremely improbable event of the
Sheffield stipendiary's decision being upheld by the higher courts, there
would be no legal safeguard to prescribers to guarantee that their
patients obtain what is ordered ; and, in the interest of the public, an
amendment of the Sale of Food and Drugs Act would be urgently
needed, rendering the British Pharmecopoeia the legal standard for
diugs and their preparations for the purposes of that Act.
In the report of the case, the defendant states that he purchased the

tincture of opium as of Phasrmacop(esia quality; it would be useful to
ascertain the name of the firm which sold this so-called tinctture of
opium to the defendant. We must also express our surprise that, in
these days, any duly registeredI chemuist and druiggist should not make
his own tincture of opium from opium which has been duly assayed
by himself, or purchased with a warranty as to the percentage of
morphine.
In the second case, Mr. Joseplh Sanderson, shopkeeper, but not

registered as a chemist and druggist, was summoned under the same
Act for selling pareg,oric elixir, which, according to the certificate of
the borough analyst, was "wholly destitute of opium, wkich was the
most important ingredient of paregoric elixir." MIr. Allen, Dr.
White, and Mir. Newsholme again gave evidence in support of the
prosecution, ancd adduced various authorities to show that opium was
an essential ingredient of paregoric. M1r. Allen stated that the exist-
ence of paregoric without opium w as as imi-possible as that of whiskey
without alcohol. If the preparation had no opium in it, it had no
right to be called, or sold as, paregoric. For the defence, it was shown
that the bottle out of which the inspector was served was labelled
"paregoric elixir, guaranteed free from opiumn" but the attention of
tho purchaser w-as not called to this label until after the purchase was
completed.
The magistrate said that the name " paregoric " failed to give him

any definite impression, any more than " soothing syrup." Mr.
Sayer, the deputy town clerk, pointed out that for all the defence
amounted to they might simply sell coloured water and call it pare-

-.ic. The magistrate said he did not see that the law prevented it,
and dismissed the case.
As to this case, although we condemn the practice oi selling "pare-

goric without opium," in the strongest terms, we do not see how the
magistrate could have arrived at any other decision, unless, indeed,
the inspector asked for "paregoric containing opium." It is perfectly
true that before the passing of the Pharmacy Act of 1868 "paregoric
without opium" was never thought of. It was then introduced so that
shopkeepers who were not registered as chemists and druggists,
sd, therefore not allowed to sell preparations of opium, might
evade the provisions of the Act, and foist a spurious prepara-

tioanon the public. It is also true, as the witnesses for the prosecution
stated, that various authorities do show that opium is an essential in-
gredient of paregoric.
We of course agree with the statements of these authorities, but,

although they are entitled to the greatest respect, they have no official
force. The term " paregoric elixir" does not occur in the Pharma-
copceia, and, until this is placed as a synonym under compound tincture
of camphor, there is little probability that any prosecution under a
penal Act, such as those quoted, would be successful.

MIDWIFERY FEES IN SPECIAL CASES.
A MEMBER asks for an opiniion on the following case. He engaged to attend the

wife of a city clerk for a fee of £2 2s., and she was well and safely delivered
of twins. Some hours after, lie was summoned, and found her in convu
sions, due to albuininuria, which clearly commenced in her first pregnancy.
The fits were frequent, coma, and edema of the luings supervened, but she sur-
vived, and the return to consciousness was signalised by mania, and that not
of the ustual good natured form, bhut violent. However, she made an early and
good recovery, and, on the ninth day, insisted on paying " A Member " his, fee
and dismissing him. He made no protest in lher presence, but to her husband
he explained imiatters, anid found tisat he considered all "A Member's " services
to be covered by the fee. Our correspondent was up two entire inights, and
visited her most freqtuently during the first, second, third, and fourth days,
and about thrice or twice a day up to the ninth.
He puts tlle following questions: 1. What legally are the services to be

covered by the midwifery fee? 2. What is the usual nuimber of cousplimentary
visits paid in an ordinary case? 3. When do extraordinary services begin 7 4.
Would not five guineas be a fair charge to make in addition to the two guineas
already paid ? I may add I only accepted the fee from the wonian to avoid ex-
citing her.

Our correspondent will find an answer to his several questions embodied
in the following note extracted from the last e(lition (at present out of print) of
the flfedico-Chiritrgical Tar-iffs, under the head of " M\idwifery," page 8, and which
we commend for his consideration and guidance. " The obstetric tariff neces-
sarily admits of considerable latitude in regard to tlle fee, consequent uipon the
oft prolonged and harassing attendanice in cases of difficult labour, amid the
varying pecuniary position of the several classes of society. The ce, more-
over, from long established custom, is generally uinderstood to include a viSit
or two during- the week after delivery, if within the prescribed distance of an
ordinary visit; but for any indisposition in the motlher or child subsequient to
the sevenith day, or when any serious ailment occurs to either within that
period, a chargc shoul(d be made for each visit and detention as in ordinarycases
of disease." The proposed fee of five guineas for the special attendance in ques-
tion, in additioms to the obstetric fee received, would, in our opinion, be a
reasonable one.

YOUNG PRACTITIONERS AND OLD.
L.R.C.P.E.. writes :-A. is a retired clergyman, with a large family, living, in a

smiall country villagye, who has always had B. for Isis medical attendant, who
lives in a town three miles distant. C. is a younger practitioner who has lately
cosismeliced practice in the village, having the uniou and other appointments,
who, by hard work, attention to patients, etc., has "arised the public praise of
A. oni several occasions, and at last was called in to see him professionally, and
treated hiurl successfully. C., when next he met B., with whom he has been
very friendly, thinks it only right to inform hins that he has been called in to
attend on A. Souse weeks afterwards, C. hears froiss outsiders that some of
A.'s family are ill, and that B. is in constant attcisdaiice. B. has often met C.
since, but has not imientioned the fact.

Wlhile recognising the right that A. has to call in a different medical man to
eachi member of Isis family if he cisooses, I would ask, 1. Is A.'s conduct likely
to promote the friendship whiclh has hitherto existed be'tween B. and C. ? 2.
Ought C., in the circumstances, to go again and attend on A. if called to do
so ? and 3. Whether B. or C. is acting most in accordance with professional
etiquette'

To limit ouir reply strictly to the three several questions submitted by
"L.R.C.P."' would be to convey an erroneous view of the true ethical points
involved. Our corresponident will do well to bear in mind the admitted fact
that "B." has always been the medical attelndant of " A." and his family, and
that "C.'s " attemidance upon " A." was, (le facto, a casual one, so to speak.
In communicating the fact, therefore, to " B.," lie (" C.") acted in simple accord
with the ethics of professionial life; and, furtlher, that when " B." renewed his
attendance on menibers of the family, it was silmiply as the old trusted family
doctor, from wlhom their confidence had not been withdlrawn; consequently, he
was not ethically called upon to notify the circuinstance to " C.," who had
never professionally attended tlhem. To decline, therefore, again to attend
"I'A.' if called upon to do so," would, in our opinion, be an inexcusable
blun(ler, as would also be a dlisruption of the " very friendly" feeling hitherto
existinig between " B." amid " C." throu,gh the latter's iiiistaken view of Iids true
professional position in the case. V-erblsra sal.

PROVIDENT DISPENSARIES AND THE LOWER M1IDDLE CLASSES.
M.B. asks for information as to the charges that ought to be made to patients
above the class of working men who wish to join a provident medical dispensary
for themselves and families. The class would include £12 householders, clerks
in offices, etc. "MM.B." adds: I enclose a dispensary card, and repeat that my
object is to extend the provident systeni to a higher class of patients, such
patients to whom, with families of six or eight children, a doctor's bill of from
L5 to £12 means hard pinching to get it paid; or, more commonly, peace of
mind and self-respect interfered with by the doctor bein left utpaid.
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*** The particular information sought by our correspondent is not within our
knowledge. Should the publication of his note not elicit replies supplying
hints and suggestions for his guidance, we would suggest for his consideration
the advisability of strictly limiting admission to the proposed provident dis-
pensary for clerks, skilled artizans, and others of a like class, to persons whose
wages, salary, or income do not exceed thirty-five shillings to forty shillings a
week, or he will, we apprehend, find it prejudicial to his own interest and that
of his brother-practitioners also. We note in the dispensary card enclosed with
his letter that admission therein is limited to persons whose earnings do not
exceed twenty shillings per week, and whose subscriptions are at the rate of
one penny a week for all above the age of 15 years, and a half-penny for one or
two children, and a penny for three or more. In regard to the latter point, we
entertain a strong opinion that each child should be severally charged for, and
that one penny per week should not include an indefinite number, recent cus-
tom to the contrary notwithstanding. Taking, therefore, the preceding charges
as a basis, we think that, for every five shillings weekly earned in excess of the
twenty shillings, not less than a fourth of the specified weekly subscription
should be added thereto, and a like proportionate amount for each child. The
acceptance of a less sum would, in our opinion, prove not only pecuniarily in-
adequate, but professionally unwise.

CONTRACTS NOT TO PRACTISE WITHIN A CERTAIN AREA.
A. sells a practice to B., and is restricted under penalty from practising within a
radius of five miles. A. removes to a town twelve miles distant. Some of A's
old patients, having no confidence in B., write to A. for advice and medicine.
Is A. legally prohibited from corresponding with and sending them medicines?
If A. paid a single professional visit within the five miles' radius, could that
single visit be legally construed as constituting practice or practising? Could
A. act as certifying factory surgeon for any district, a portion of which lay
within the five mile radius?

*** These contracts are construed strictly, and a good deal often turns on the
exact words used. 1. Probably giving advice by letter, in answer to inquiries,
Is not an infringement, but supply of medicine is. 2. A visit would certainly
be an infringement, but if it only took place in reference to a single patient,
the court might not enforce the full penalty. 3. A. certainly ought not to
accept employment as certifying factory surgeon within the radius.

OBITUARYI
LAUCHLAN AITKEN, M.D.

OuR readers already know of the death of Dr. Aitken, of Rome, at
the early age of 43, and we are now able to publish further informa-
tion regarding his career. Dr. Aitken was born in Scotland at Gart-
cows, near Falkirk. Up till the year 1859, his education was received
at the Grammar School at Falkirk. Here evidence was early given of
ability, and he carried off numerous prizes. His companions acknow-
ledged his supremacy in the school, and to be second to Lauchlan
Aitken was spoken of as an honour. In 1859 his family settled in
Heidelberg. Here he made great progress in all branches, and soon
acquired a mastery over the German language, which proved of life-
long service to him.

After two years at Heidelberg, he entered as a medical student at
the Edinburgh University. His career there was very distinguished,
and besides other scholastic honours, he won medals in anatomy,
chemistry, botany, medicine, and obstetrics. He also obtained the
Gilchrist Prize for his essay on Parthenogenesis. In the winter of
1865-66 he went to Berlin, where Virchow's great influence moulded
his mind and impressed his imagination. Besides working most of
the day in the Pathological Institute, he entered fully into all the
medical life at the university, the cliniques of Frerichs and Traube
being followed with special care. On leaving Berlin he studied in
Vienna, and subsequently in Paris.
On returning to England, Dr. Aitken obtained the post of Clinical

Assistant at Brompton, which he held for a year. Having thus laid a
very solid foundation, he was at once thrown into the active duties of
his profession by becoming the assistant of Sir James Simpson at
Edinburgh. Probably only those who have served in that capacity
will ever know fully what great responsibilities and anxieties that
post entailed, and Dr. Aitken proved himself equal to them. Often,
at a few hours' notice, he was obliged to lecture in the obstetric class-
room from Sir James Simpson's manuscript notes when the professor
had been called away. As he spoke with great ease and fluency, and
never entered the class-room without having thoroughly mastered the
subject of the day's lecture, he was always well received by the students
on such occasions. During this period he wrote a paper on the dangers
attending the use of tangle tents, which did much good in suggesting
caution in opening up the cervix. After having been associated with
Simpson for three years, two cases of scarlet fever were attended by
him, and he took the disease in a severe form. The kidneys became

early affected, and he had to leave Edinburgh to xwinter at Bourne-
mouth.

In the meantime, Sir James Simpson died, and a tempting field for
practice presented itself in Edinburgh. He had endeared himself to
so many of Simpson's patients, that he was invited on all sides to
settle there. The albuminuria still continuing, however, Dr. Begbie
would not consent to his remaining at Edinburgh, but advised him to
make two long sea-voyages. He went to Australia, and derived some
benefit from both trips. The reputation of Rome as a residence for
those suffering from albuminuria turned his thoughts to that city. He
soon found the beneficial effect of the climate in lessening the albu-
miniria, and for many years he was free from this complaint, though
it now and then recurred, and necessitated renewed precautions. He
soon became strong enough to undertake a large amount of professional
work, and, after the departure of Dr. Grigor, of Nairn, from Rome,
he occupied the foremost place among the American, as well as among
the English, medical men practising in that city.
The good use he had made of his educational advantages, and his

exceptional experience in various fields of practice, combined to make
him a many-sided physician, and a competent adviser in nearly all the
ills that flesh is heir to.

Dr. Aitken married, in 1881, the elder daughter of Sir Thomas
Bouch. Even amid the turmoil of practice, he paid much attention to
general literature, and, in the long leisure of practice in a city visited
.y invalids and sightseers only for the cool months of the year, he de.
voted himself enthusiastically to the study of professional subjects.
Science in all its branches delighted him, and art furnished him witb
a congenial field in which his bright and active spirit loved to linger.
Dr; Aitken not only spoke French fluently, but could converse in
German and Ital.an as easily as in English.
An intimate friend of Dr. Aitken writes as follows: "Aitken's 9im

through life was to do the veiy best that could be done for anyoni
under his care. He kept himself fully abreast of all discoveries in me
dicine and therapeutics. He was in the largest sense a religious man,
for he made no profession, but acted to all as he would have desired
others to act to him."

W. B. SELLERS, M.R.C.S.ENG. AND L.S.A.
WE have received intelligence of the death of Mr. W. B. Sellers, of
Rochdale, where he has practised his profession since the year 1841,
and made many friends. Mr. Sellers, who at his death was within a
few days of completing his 67th year, was early apprenticed to the late
Dr. Ogden. After completing his hospital course at Dublin, he came
to London, and, in 1841, was admitted a Member of the Royal College
of Surgeons (England), and a licentiate of the Apothecaries'
Society.
Mr. Sellers immediately after commenced to discharge the duties

of his profession in his native town, and soon acquired a large and
lucrative practice. He was one of the honorary medical staff of the
Rochdale Dispensary, and, on his retirement, was appointed Senior
Surgeon. He was for a long period Medical Officer of the county
police of his division. Mr. Sellers, who married in 1849, had two
sons, trained for the medical profession, of whom only one survives
him, Mr. R. B. Sellers, L. R. C. P. Edin., who has been in partnership
with his father since 1878. The deceased gentleman never took a
very prominent part in public affairs, but was a staunch Conservative,
and a consistent Churchman.

ROBERT SMART, M.D., GLASGOW.
DR. ROBERT SMART, of. Queen's Crescent, Glasgow, died suddenly on
December 25th. He had apparently been in sound health up to the
moment of his death, but for some trifling rheumatic pains about the
shoulder, and had been going about his professional engagements as
usual. He had, however, been suffering from chronic Bright's disease,
which had been known to himself and a professional friend for some
considerable time. Dr. Smart was the son of a medical practitioner,
of Milngavie, and was trained at Glasgow University, and studied
under Professor Lister, when that distinguished surgeon was a teacher
in the Glasgow Royal Infirmary. After a period of travel, and i-me
time spent as surgeon to the Town's Hospital, he settled down
private practice, iu which he engaged up to the time of his death. He
was connected with the Volunteers as Surgeon-Major of the 4th
Lanark. It is only nine months since his marriage, and his wife is
now a widow for the second time.
ABusE OF CHLORAL.-An inquest was held at Manchester last

week on the body of a chemist living at Chorlton-on-Medlock, who is
supposed to have died from taking an overdose of chloral, of which it
Was stated he had at one time been accustomed to take medicinal
do sea.


